FRENCH  POLITICAL  THOUGHT
Out for fresh evidence, Picquart stumbled on the document
which was ultimately to destroy the whole prosecution, a torn
" express letter "1 found in the waste-paper basket of the
German Embassy,2 addressed to one Commandant Esterhazy.
An inquiry was opened, not to this officer's advantage, and
when his handwriting was seen by Picquart, the latter recog-
nized at once its identity with that of the bordereau. He re-
ported the matter to his chiefs, expecting immediate steps to
be taken for the exposure of the real culprit, and the clearing
of Dreyfus, but was told to say nothing; that Dreyfus had been
condemned on other evidence; warned that it was to his in-
terest to keep quiet, and asked why he should bother whether
Dreyfus remained or not on his island. His guns were further
spiked by the publication in the paper L'Eclair of I4th
September 1896 of an article revealing the existence of secret
documents on which the condemnation had been really based,
the whole point being, of course, to discredit any possible
revelation of the true authorship of the bordereau. Shortly after,
Picquart was sent on a series of inspections to distant forts,
and finally dispatched to Tunisia, his place on the Staff being
taken by Colonel Henry. But on his first leave he handed over
all his papers to a lawyer friend, M. Leblois, to be used in case
of need (June 1897).
Meanwhile the friends of Dreyfus had been very slowly
gathering a little group of supporters, shaken in their former
conviction of guilt by the Eclair*s revelation of secret docu-
ments having been communicated to the judges and not to
the defence, which formed at least a legal ground for a
re-trial.3 Little notice was taken, however, of either the Eclair
disclosure 4 or of a pamphlet by Bernard Lazare, a prominent
1  Blue letter-cards, or petit bleus, transmitted within the Paris area by
pneumatic power.
2  One of the curious points about the Dreyfus case is the matter-of-fact
acceptance by all parties of this regular spying in the German Embassy by a
charwoman.
3  Theoretically a re-trial could have been ordered on technical grounds
without any presumption as to the guilt of the accused. But in the fevered
state of public opinion this was impossible; to support the re-trial was to
proclaim belief in the innocence of Dreyfus.
4  It is an astounding fact that the disclosure of secret evidence not
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